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Reply to Discussion on Sentencing Guidelines
[bookmark: _GoBack]First, I agree with you that there is a need to separate the church and the state because of the extended influence that the expected moral standards of the church may bring into the state’s policing system. However, I would also like to disagree that the church and the state should not be entirely separated because there are certain areas that the church can assist in helping the state improve or maintain civil liberties. I believe that even in democratic societies like the United States, civil liberties can be infringed and violated by the same state that is mandated to protect them. The church, therefore, comes in to regulate how the state exercises its power to avoid misuse of sovereignty. At the same time, I agree with you that the church can have an unintended influence on the state and policing system. I conquer with your discussion on the Christian beliefs on various principles including the unconditional love, grace, and mercy of God. I also think that such religious beliefs and theological systems cannot be equated with the reality of what is happening in society. As such, these beliefs cannot be allowed to influence the societal corrective systems that the state has created like the justice system to prevent people from engaging in crime. Further, I support the criminal behaviors restorative systems that the religious beliefs may find too oppressive for the mass population. Therefore, these two institutions must not work in competition with each other but instead work in cooperation with each other to ensure that social justice is administered at a proportionate scale.
Secondly, I agree with your observation on the role of the sentencing committee and the inability to put into consideration the cultural diversity of the United States. The United States is made of various cultural groups from various ethnic and racial backgrounds that should be considered in the justice system if social justice is to be guaranteed. I conquer with you that the definition of equity, fairness, social debt, and punishment in the context of the United States’ justice system has not considered the cultural diversity which should be an important consideration in the development of sanctions that reinforce these values, at least in the perspective of the majority. I also agree that the justice system is not fair as it may appear because some of the crimes that affect the majority are left unattended to while those that affect smaller populations are dealt with. A good example is a case of the corporations making away with big economic crimes while the justice system concentrates on crimes like murder that affect, maybe, a smaller population. I don’t mean that murder cases should not be taken seriously, but my concern is that there is no greater sin than the other. In that case, there is no need to focus on some issues while leaving others. I also think that creating a sentencing committee is a good idea, but it is just the starting point in dealing with the issues in the justice system that would make it effective and efficient. 
